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RECOMMENDATION

The criteria for the evaluation of proposed conversions for housing, co
retail, and/or other household-serving industries should include additia
conversions may initiate a public benefit by promoting economic deve
facilities or improvements as part of the project, promoting economic (

public/private partnership to ,facilitate development of the impr{)vemen
£unding mechanism. The below points are recommended to h~ include
consideration as follows:

mmercial, 

mixed use,nal 
componentS. Uselopment, 

incorporating the
.evelopment, creating a[. 

or creating a ~qued 
as additional criteria for

Public Benefit: Is there a unique and significant public benefit
improvements or infraStructure, significant contribution to or Jt
projects) be~ng created by this proposed conversion? Is this pu
dependen,t upon the land conversion? Is there any means to pr£
(whose need is not created by the proposed project) other than
and its public benefit contribution? .

(public facilities, public
/cilitation of such pub~ic
blic benefit contribution'vi~e 

for the public benefit
neproposed conversion

Affordable Housing Component: Is there a unique and signiji(
provide affordabl~ housing (and/or a public/private partn~tship
proposed conversion? Is this affordable hQusing potential depe
conversion? Is t~ere any means to provide for the affordable hc
created by the proposed project) other than the proposed conveJ
contribution?

:ant opportunity to
) created by this
'Zdent upon the land
'uSing(whose need IS not.sion 

and its

It is further recommended that the framewor~ for evaluating proposed c

employment lands should also include:
ollversions of

.

Land uses consideration for large assemblies (for example Mega
Integration of short teTnl uses with long term uses and the potent
on an individual site by addressing potential active uses as Opp01

Consideration of business life cycles in the deternrination oflan(
The fram:e must be expanded to remedy land use inequities in th(

Churches);
tal to accommodate both,ed 

to quiet inactive uses;
use conversIons;
sub areas.
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ANALYSIS

;e-by-case 

basis. There are;sues 
in regard to the"

E, a guideline to measureleed 
to allow for flexibility

It are a part of any land usele 
City Council to retain its

{SiB, land use regulations:eds 
0 f the neighborhood,

Land use is the basis for the economic and often time's social growth.£
economic and/or public developments can be traced back to a significaJ
important that our land use policies keep pace with the rapidly changin:
l~dscape. Policies must allow for a broad and flexible formula, a1lowj
for the greatest benefit to the City. Decision makers need to respond ql
use needs due to commumty needs, changing markets; and economic C(

requires policies that allow for a case-by-case evaluation of each land u
whetber the existing land use is the highest and best use for the City, sh

or San Jose. Many
nt land use decision.~It isg 

social and economi~ing 
for optimal land use

rickIy to changing land>nditions. 
Realityse 

request to determine
ort or long range.


